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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This communication is responsive to Amendment filed 04/26/2007. 

2. Claims 1-13 are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 7 are independent claims. 
This Office Action is made non-final. 



Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ayyagari et 
al. (U.S. 7,020,681) in view of Meltzer et al. (U.S. 6,226,675). 

Re claim 1, Ayyagari et al. disclose in Figures 1-6 a network apparatus (e.g. 
Figure 1 and abstract) comprising: an XML checker to determine if a received message 
includes XML information (e.g. step 410 in Figure 5A wherein the proxy determines 
whether the message is an XML message or step 520 in Figure 6A). 
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Ayyagari et al. fail to disclose the network apparatus adapted to switch the 
message to an output port or to a selected processing node based upon business 
transaction information provided in XML in the message if the message includes XML 
information. However, Meltzer et al. disclose in Figure 3 the network apparatus adapted 
to switch (e.g. by component 304 in Figure 3) the message (e.g. incoming data from the 
network traffic 300 in Figure 3) to an output port or to a selected processing node (e.g. 
any component 305-308 as separated processing nodes) based upon business transaction 
information provided in XML in the message if the message includes XML information 
(e.g. parsing with component 303 for switching information in Figure 3 and col. 21 line 
41 to col. 22 line 9). 

Therefore, it would have obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention is made to add fail to disclose the network apparatus adapted to switch 
the message to an output port or to a selected processing node based upon business 
transaction information provided in XML in the message if the message includes XML 
information as seen in Meltzer et al.'s invention into Ayyagari et al.'s invention because 
it would enable to provide a framework which facilitates interaction amongst diverse 
platforms in a communication network (e.g. col. 2 lines 18-26). 

Re claim 2, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 the network apparatus 
is adapted to switch or forward the message substantially without XML processing if the 
message does not include XML information (e.g. col. 6 lines 5-25 wherein it only takes a 
look at the xml header in particular predetermined format). 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,266 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2143 

Re claim 3, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 the network apparatus 
comprises a traffic manager (e.g. 200 as XML proxy and monitor in Figure 1). 

Re claim 4, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 the network apparatus 
comprises a network processor (e.g. col. 5 lines 40-45). 

Re claim 5, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 a content based 
message director to switch messages to one of a plurality of output ports (e.g. Figure 5 
wherein either route to remote servers, local cache, client directly) or one of a plurality of 
processing nodes based upon comparing business transaction information provided in 
XML to a configuration pattern (e.g. col. 1 lines 40-45 and col. 4 lines 2-10). 

Re claim 6, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 the network apparatus 
comprises an XML parser to parse XML information in the received message (e.g. col. 6 
lines 5-25 wherein it only takes a look at the xml header in particular predetermined 
format). 

Re claim 7, it is a method claim of claim 1. Thus, claim 7 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 1. 

Re claim 8, it is a method claim of claim 2. Thus, claim 8 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 2. 

Re claim 9, it is a method claim of claim 6. Thus, claim 9 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 6. 

Re claim 10, it is a method claim of claim 5. Thus, claim 10 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 5. 
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Re claim 11, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 performing one of the 
following on the message if there is no match between the XML business transaction 
information and the configuration pattern: directing the message to a default location (e.g. 
420 in Figure 5A); and blocking or not forwarding the message. 

Re claim 12, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 the configuration 
pattern may indicate one or more of the following: a source or From entity of the 
message; a destination or To entity of the message (e.g. either the source or destination or 
both must exist in the message for identification purposes); a type of transaction; and a 
purchase amount. 

Re claim 13, Ayyagari et al. further disclose in Figures 1-6 the determining if the 
received message includes XML information comprises performing one of the following: 
detecting a certain filename or type of filename in the message; detecting a certain type 
of filename extension in the message; examining header information in the message; and 
examining one or more tags in the message (e.g. col. 6 lines 5-25). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3919. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Phuoc H Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 



July 9, 2007 



